MORE ON JACK RUBY AS AN FBI INFORMANT 

3eo my memo of January S, 1969. Here I record sono subsequent activity 

by the Commission. 

At the tine of that nemo, the last word on this which I knew of Tins CD 732, 

Hoover’s letter of April 7 to Rankin. The relevant paragraph is as follows: 

"As you wore previously advised in ny letter of February 27, 1964, Ruby was 
contacted by an Agent of the Dallas Office on March 11, 1959, in view of his 
position as a nigfat club operator who might have taiowledge of the criminal 
element. lie was advised of the .ureau ' s jurisdiction in criminal matters and 
he expressed a willingness to furnish information. (I bet he did - but about what? PH) 

He was subsequently contacted by an Agent (the same one? — :IT) on April 2C, {June 
5 and 18, July 7 and 21, August 6 and 31, and October 2, 1959. He did not furnish 
any information and further contacts with him wore discontinued (whyV 'hy not earlier?)? 
Those contacts wore recorded only by date along with Aotations indicating Ruby 
had not furnished any information. There is no information recorded that was 
furnished by Ruby in connection with any of these contacts. (.:y emphasis , of course. 

'.-.bs any furnished otherwise?) Ruby was never paid any money and ho was never, at 
any time, an informant of this Ruueau. " 

Fran a lettor drafted I lay 28 by Griffin, sent Juno 1 by Rankin; 

Finally, an enclosure in your lettor of April 7, 1964 shows that Rack Ruby 
was contacted on March 11, 1959 by Special Agent Charles !/. Flynn, who obtained 
a cersonal description and added the observation that Ruby was a "known D a ll a s ^ 
criminal. " r lease advise us as to the purpose and other results of Agent Flynn's 
contact on that date and request Agen£ Flynn to indicate whether his comments about 
Ruby's criminal ro nutation was based on conversations with local law enforcement 
officers or any other information not then in your files." (My emphasis.) 

Hoover’s reply is CD 10.52. Me provided an affidavit showing tliat the 
remark "known Dallas criminal" was added by 31 fouic Kelley when CD 4 was being 
■jrejared. (I guess 1 believe this. No reason for the F3_ to lie aoout it ~ it 
would not havo been incriminating if Flynn had rocordod that fact in 1959. He 
'certainly should havo been aware of it . ) 

In rooly to Rankin ' s question about the purpose and other results, Hoover said: 

"As you wore advised by my letter of February 27, 1964, i-ack Ruby was 
contacted by Special Agent Charles ... Flynn of the Dallasufifffice on .larch 11, 1959, 
in view of his x>sition as a night club operator who might have leiowledge of the 
criminal element in Dallas. The purpose of this contact was to determine whether 
or not Ruby did have such knowledge (what in particular, Edgar i), and if so , if 
he would be uilling to furnish information to this Bureau. Ruby was advised of 
the FBI's jurisdiction in (some', what kind of: -.H) criminal matters, and he 
expressed a willinrpioss to furnish information. (Does that mean he had some . ) A 
personal description of Ruby was obtained by Ppecial Agent Flynn on the occasion 
of this contact on March 11, 1959, but no information or other results were 
obtained, jetween March 11, 1959, and October 2, 19$9, Ruby was contacted on 
eight other occasions, but ho furnished no information wfcatevor and further contacts 
with him were discontinued. " 

Moral: Griffin failed to be specific enoget about what he wanted. If he had 
questions like nine — and I assume ho did - he should have set them forhh in de > ai l » 
Mince he didn't hoover of course said nothing new - and evon tried to make Griffin 
look like an idiot for asking when he already knew the answer . This is not the only 
case "where Hoover simply didn't answer a question. 

This whole business nay be of interest directly in connection with Icuqy f for 
various reasons. (Tee previous nemo . H. , what was said on on u&tober 2? 'Hi» 

Jacjr, 1 missed seoinv you last month. * 'belli Chuck 9 I was in Cuba. f ) however, I 
think tho most thinb is that Hoover could call someone who -.jus contacted 

8 tines and almost certiiiSy zras a TCI potential Criminal Jifomant) a non-* 
informant . This makes his denials about Oswald - especially in connection with 
the absence of an affidavit from Ie...ruoys — oven less credible. 

1 aul loch 
June 20, 1971 


